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Editorial Spring 2003 


When Will They Ever Learn? 


Recounting his experiences of the 1914-1918 war, Sir Oswald 
Mosley described our soldiers as “lions led by donkeys”. He 
referred to the lion-like bravery of Tommy Atkins suffering 
unnecessary casualties in the trenches, being led by generals 
thinking like “donkeys”, safe and far from the front line. 

The war on Iraq must bear some comparison with those British 
“tommies”’ fighting like lions when, at the same time, being led 
by the dopey donkeys in the corridors of Whitehall. 

All servicemen and women on joining the armed forces take an 
oath of allegiance to the monarch and understand that some day 
they may be required to make the ultimate sacrifice for Britain. 
The “donkeys” of 2003 have again sacrificed the lives of British 
soldiers in a foreign war against an enemy that was no threat to 
the British people or to its head of state. 

In the aftermath of the Iraqi war a new campaign is already 
gathering pace. It is that of a new foreign war against Syria and 
then Iran. Again, neither of these countries threatens Britain. 
Most of our warmongering media see not a threat per se but 
more an opportunity for entertaining news coverage. Perhaps the 
media should now pre-warn the British public what to expect. 
More honestly they should reproduce the headline of the Daily 
Express newspaper of March 24th 1933 ... 


Judea Declares War ... 
It is for Israel that Britons have died fighting in Iraq and it will 
be for Israel that we could make war on other Arab states. 


Why must history repeat itself? 


When Will They Ever Learn? (2) 


Once upon a time a married couple from the Ivory Coast decided 
to send their young daughter to Britain in order that the British 
taxpayer would educate her for free. 

In addition, during the normal course of childhood, the taxpayer 
could pay for the treatment of all the various childhood diseases, 
such as mumps and chicken pox ... all by courtesy of our over- 
burdened National Health Service. 

Sadly, the family member chosen to host the child was a cruel 
and evil psychopath who was compliant in starving and torturing 
her great niece to death. The story of eight year-old Victoria 
Climbie was an appalling tragedy that should never have been 
allowed to happen, especially in this country. But now, surprise, 
surprise, the parents who effectively abandoned their daughter, 
Victoria, to her fate are now to sue the Metropolitan Police 
Service, three London borough councils along with two hospital 
trusts for negligence. 

The parents’ legal costs will be met by the legal aid fund and 
when the various authorities settle out of court, as is expected, 
the costs and compensation will be met by the British taxpayer. 


When Will They Ever Learn? 


Contents Issue §7 


Dying For Israel 


News From Around Britain: British 
nationalists active in anti-war campaign 


5 News From Around Britain: asylum 
seekers get even more benefits 


The Moral Justification For Eugenics 


From Lisbon To Vladivostok 


Overseas News: Boer resistance 
members indicted 


Overseas News: German government 
loses battle to ban NPD 


The Pen Is Mightier Than Ariel 
Sharon 


Why Democracy Should Not Be 
Compulsory 


”The Rabbi Ba-Mitzvahed My Little 
Boys” 


League Sentinel is printed and published by League 
Enterprises on behalf of the League of St George. 
Permission to reprint articles or to distribute them 
through any other medium must be obtained in advance. 
Acknowledgement of origin must be given to League 
Sentinel. All correspondence must be addressed to ... 
League Enterprises, 27 Old Gloucester Street, London 

| WCIN 3XX | 


League Sentinel: Page 3 


DYING FOR ISRAEL 


In civilised societies war should have a higher purpose. Today, warmongers and propagandists claim almost anything to 
justify war but the only way to find the true motive is to find who benefits most from it. Many see the war in Iraq as the 
looting of that country’s oil fields, while many Arab states view it as a war against Islam. As members of the British and US 
armed forces sacrifice their lives in battle, as weapons of mass destruction kill Iraqi women and children, we believe the 
real beneficiary in this war is not the United States, nor Britain. The truth is, these people are dying for Israel. 


In September last year, the British and US government claimed 
to have possession of a “secret document” proving that Saddam 
Hussein had attempted to buy 500 tonnes of uranium oxide 
from an unnamed African country and that the material was 
intended to be used in the manufacture of nuclear weapons. In 
January the country of purchase was named as Niger, the 
world’s largest source of the material. Triumphantly, Bush and 
Blair presented their “documents of proof” to the International 
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) in Vienna. Both national 
leaders claimed their source as being “a third country”. 

Experts dismissed the “evidence” after just a few hours 
examination. The documents were forgeries. Which country 
provided the discredited evidence? ... Israel, of course! 

At the same time the “evidence” was being presented to the 
IAEA, the US National Security Adviser, Condoleeza Rice, 
secretly informed the Israeli finance minister, Binyamin 
Netanyahu, that the Bush administration had agreed to grant 
Israel a record ten billion dollars in loan guarantees and 
military aid. The story leaked to the press and was viewed as a 
cynical attempt to manipulate public opinion prompting one 
journalist to ask Presidential defence adviser, Richard Perle, 
“Can you assure the American people that we are in this 
situation against Saddam Hussein for American Security 
interests? And what is the link in terms of Israel’. Perle gave 
the necessary assurances but within days he had resigned. 
Suspicions of Israeli influence in the decision to go to war was 
then publicly voiced by Republican Congressman, James 
Moran who told a meeting of constituents, “Jf it was not for the 
strong support of the American Jewish community for this 
war, we would not be doing this”. President Bush’s decision to 
surround himself with pro-Israeli defence advisers such as Paul 
Wolfowitz, Richard Perle, Doug Feith, and Dov Zakheim did 
nothing to detract suspicion that US servicemen and women are 
fighting and dying on behalf of Israel. 

But what has Israel gained from the destruction of Iraq, and 
what really lies behind Israel’s hatred of Saddam Hussein? 
While the attention of the world’s media was firmly focused on 
the conflict in Iraq, Israeli occupation forces killed 85 
Palestinians. Eleven were children, the youngest a baby in 
arms, the oldest, a ten-year-old girl. Israel knows that nobody 
will dare criticise them for their “war against terror”. 

Part of the reason for Israeli antipathy towards Saddam Hussein 
centres on Israel’s fear of the Palestinians’ only truly effective 
weapon ... the suicide bomber. As young Palestinians queue to 
join the ranks of martyrs, they have been comforted. in the 
knowledge that their deaths will not only inflict damage on the 
enemy but their families will be supported financially by the 
Iraqi regime. Since the beginning of the intifada, Saddam 


Hussein has given approximately twelve million dollars to 
Palestinians. The family of a suicide bomber receives $25,000. 
The families of fighters killed in battle with the Israelis receive 
$10,000 and families whose houses are demolished as a 
punishment were getting up to $5,000 in compensation. 


Revealing George W. Bush’s true allegiance in this war on Iraq 


The other reason for Israel’s war on Iraq is that with Iraqi oil 
fields under control of a US military governor, Israel has been 
guaranteed regular oil supplies from US controlled Iraq. 

In Britain, Tony Blair faced demands for a second UN 
resolution to legitimise the proposed war against a country that 
is no threat to Britain and its people. Blair fudged the issue and 
turned to a Jewish member of his Cabinet, the Attorney 
General, Lord Goldsmith, to rule that any proposed war on Iraq 
would be legal. It is significant to note that Lord Goldsmith 
gave his assent in a written statement, meaning he would not be 
subject to MPs’ questions. 

The rest is history. Blair, the ever-subservient Bush poodle, 
committed British forces to serve as mercenaries fighting 
and dying for Israel. 7 Ss 
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NEWS AROUND BRITAIN 


British Nationalists Take Part In 
Local Anti-War Protests 


British nationalists have joined the campaign against the war in 
Iraq. In suburban Horsham in Sussex, once a power base of 
Mosley’s pre-war British Union, nationalists were prominent 
among hundreds of peace protesters that marched from the 
town’s war memorial to the local headquarters of the 
Conservative Party. There a petition was delivered urging the 
local MP to vote against any resolution that involved 
committing British troops to foreign conflicts. The nationalists 
also took the opportunity to publicise the terrorising of the 
Palestinian people by Israeli occupation forces. The march was 
organised by the non-political Horsham Peace Alliance and 
shunned support from the Socialist Workers Party front 
organisation, the Stop the War Coalition. 


A British nationalist asks, ‘Shall Britons die for Israel?” 


In Basildon, in Essex, Sarfraz Sarwar, the Chairman of the 
local Muslim centre, praised the British National Party’s 
opposition to the war on Iraq. In an interview with a local 
newspaper, Mr Sarwar urged support for the BNP in the 
forthcoming council elections, as he believed the BNP would 
better represent the wishes of the electorate than Labour could. 
Mr Sarwar added that Muslims would be prepared to enter into 
dialogue with local BNP candidates. 


BNP To Field 200 Candidates In May 


The British National Party has announced that it intends to 
stand 200 candidates in the forthcoming council elections. The 
BNP currently has five councillors elected and hopes to 
increase this total by fielding genuine candidates rather than 
conducting a paper campaign. 


The National Front is planning to stand three candidates, two 
in Newcastle and one in Sunderland. The small number of 
candidates is expected to be compensated by a “full and 
vigorous campaign”. Rumour has it that the BNP will be 
standing a candidate against the NF in Sunderland. 


Pensioners Attack ‘Anti-Englishness’ 


Pensioners from the Warwickshire based Kenilworth District 
English Awareness Group are fighting back against what they 
describe as “anti-English racism”. The group first complained 
to their local race relations office about lights erected to 
celebrate the Asian “Diwali” festival. This runs from October 
to November, the lights being still in place in December and 
competing with Christmas lights. The local race relations 
officer refused to answer their complaint and the pensioners are 
now mounting a picket outside the main office in nearby 
Leamington Spa. Their banners accuse the “anti-racists’” of 
being prejudiced against English Christians. 

In a separate incident last April, a police officer wrongfully 
removed a St Georges Day poster because he claimed it could 
offend the local Asian community. The Kenilworth group has 
now lodged a formal complaint against the officer through the 
Police Complaints Commission alleging the officer was being 
anti-English. 


Leeds Nationalist Jailed For Leaflets 


The organiser of the Yorkshire National Front, Tony White, 
has been jailed for six months for distributing leaflets showing 
the battered face of white pensioner, Walter Chamberlain, who 
was badly beaten by Asian thugs in Oldham. The leaflets also 
carried the slogan, “If Only I Were Black”, intended to 
highlight the seemingly different emphasis placed by police and 
the media on race attacks on non-whites in comparison to the 
less publicised attacks on whites. 

The Yorkshire National Front and the newly formed White 
Nationalist Party, have established a fund to help support Mr 
White’s wife and three young children while he is in prison. 
Donations should be sent to TWSF, PO Box 36, Armley, 
Leeds LS12 2YE. 


Messages of support can be sent direct to Tony at the following 
address: 


Tony White JN7609, HMP Hull, Hedon Road, Hull 
HU6 5LS 
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"NEWS AROUND BRITAIN 


Asylum Seekers Given Free Handouts 
To Rent Homes 


Asylum seekers are being given free deposits to help them 
move out of council funded bed and breakfast schemes and into 
private rented accommodation. The government initiative will 
be piloted in the Kent seaside resorts of Margate and 
Ramsgate. At present, deposits on private rented 
accommodation in the area are around £500 for a two bed- 
roomed house, pricing most asylum seekers out of the market. 
This means they are placed at local council expense in bed and 
breakfast accommodation, which can cost up to £300 a week. 
The benefit of the change to the local council will be that the 
deposits and the rental of private accommodation will be 
funded directly by the government through selected housing 
associations. Thus transferring the cost of housing asylum 
seekers from local council taxpayers to the British taxpayers on 
a national level. 


Cambridge University Bans David 
Irving From Debate On Free Speech 


David Irving, one of Britain’s finest historians, has been banned 
from leading a debate on whether or not “bad people” should be 
gagged. Mr Irving had been invited to lead the opposition to the 
motion by the new Cambridge University Union president, 
Edward Cumming. David Irving has a wealth of first hand 
experience in being gagged by those he describes as “the 
traditional enemies of truth”. 

The decision to withdraw the invitation was made by the Union 
executive following a vote on the matter. Mr Cumming 
confirmed that two members of the ‘traditional enemy’ had led 
opposition to the Cambridge University Union’s invitation to 
Mr Irving. 

For the beleaguered historian, the fight goes on. 


Uproar Over Jewish “Faith Barrier” 
In North London 


Hundreds of Christians, Muslims and Liberal Jews have 
condemned the construction of an Eruv, or faith barrier, by 
Orthodox Jews in North London. The Eruv is an area 
symbolically enclosed within which Orthodox Jews can 
perform tasks that would otherwise be banned on the Jewish 
Shabbat. Erecting 30-foot high poles around the boundary and 
running fishing wire between the poles has constructed the 
North London Eruy, which takes in parts of Barnet, Hendon 
and Finchley ... thus creating the “private domain” demanded 
by Jewish religious law. On one of the boundaries, part of 
Hampstead Heath, complaints have been made that fishing wire 
stretched between the trees may be a hazard to wildlife and 
could cause damage to trees. 

Several young residents opposed to the scheme have vowed to 
pull down the Eruv’s boundary wires “at the earliest 
opportunity”. 


"I had a loyal comrade, none better will you find" 


In Memoriam 


Fred Shepherd 


Former President of the League of St George 


April 30th 1988 


"Marching with us in spirit in our ranks" 
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The Moral Justification for Eugenics 


“It is clear that the general quality of the world’s population is not 


very high, is beginning to deteriorate, and should and could be 
improved” JULIAN HUXLEY 


Recently, the government issued figures showing that “Caribbean” students 
fared the worst in educational performance. Could this be genetic? 

Human genetics is a huge subject, concerning the physical creation of all of 
us as well as those yet to come. Science genetics has long been used as a 
means of breeding better, biologically improved animals and plants. Human 
genetics, on the other hand, has a far shorter history and is still regarded by 
many with more than a hint of suspicion and scepticism. 

Eugenics, a more specialised subject, is more controversial and has been 
tainted with charges of abuse whether by way of the fiction of Shelley’s 
Frankenstein or through the distorting of National Socialist race theories. 
There is also the concern that it interferes with the natural and spontaneous 
and disregards the wishes of ordinary people who prefer to take the gamble 
on what many take to be the roulette wheel of life. Eugenics does not accept 
that life should always be a gamble but postulates the belief that only 
scientific regulation can save future generations from hereditary diseases 
and various genetic defects, thus ensuring a healthy gene pool for posterity. 
People seem more concerned with the quantity of people in this world 
without giving some consideration to their quality. Eugenics does not shy 


away from this issue and offers the only course for racial betterment. 


It should be stated first that eugenics is not concerned with ideas 
of superiority or inferiority. Let this be made clear from the 
beginning. The differences between the races notwithstanding, it 
is concerned primarily with the betterment of the entire human 
species. It is motivated primarily by altruism, that is, its aim is 
the improvement in health, happiness and the betterment of 
mankind, not just for the present but for all time. To what higher 
purpose could a scientist aspire? 

Yet eugenics is attacked by some “sociologists” for what it is 
wrongly perceived to be ... allegedly a pseudo-science with a 
racist agenda. This is the “argument” of the environmentalists 
who discount completely the influence of hereditary factors in 
human affairs or, at least, minimilise it to the point of an 
irrelevance. This one-sided view has its roots in Marxist thinking 
and the doctrine that man is an economic unit motivated by 
purely physical and material needs. They believe that only an 
improved environment can lead to an improvement in man 
himself, regardless of inherent differences. To a limited degree it 
is true that a clean environment contributes to a better quality of 
life but there are other factors that are proven to have the primary 
influence on the improvement to man’s well-being, his mental 
and physical health ... especially on subjects such as inherited 
intelligence. They are overwhelmingly genetic. 

If some bio-chemical disorders, which all illnesses are, such as 
spina bifida, mongolism, epilepsy, diabetes, sickle cell anaemia 
with Negroes and Tay-Sachs with Ashkenazi Jews are 
understood to often be hereditary, and often contained within 
certain groups, then it follows that intelligence should be 
evaluated the same way. 

The eugenicist seeks to establish certain facts in order to make a 
true evaluation and this quite often entails making comparisons. 


The science of eugenics thrives on the inherited differences 
between individuals, between populations and, yes, between 
races. The debilitating hereditary illnesses aside, one particular 
aspect of eugenics that has caused most controversy is the 
research regarding inherited intelligence between races 
specifically between whites and blacks Caucasians and 
Negroes. The eugenicist seeks to investigate the correlation 
between race and intelligence in a scientifically objective way 
regardless of prevailing political opinions. The nineteenth 
century French physiologist, Claude Bernard, said, “If an idea 
presents itself to us, we must not reject it simply because it does 
not agree with the logical deduction of a reigning theory”. 

He was not referring specifically to a clash between science and 
politics per se but the spirit of his message was nonetheless very 
relevant to a series of ugly incidents in the late 1960s. 

Three academics, none of them geneticists, Arthur Jensen, 
William Shockley and Hans Eysenck, who were a psychologist, 
physicist and psychologist respectively, set out to publish their 
findings on the differences of inherited intellect between the 
white and black races. Most geneticists were reluctant to become 
embroiled in the issue of race for reasons of politics. 

For much younger readers, the far Left was as intolerant and 
violent then as it is today. The day had dawned in 1969 when 
lecturers then needed bodyguards. 

Arthur R. Jensen was to leave the greatest impression when he 
lectured at Berkley in California. In 1969 the Harvard 
Educational Review published a long article by him entitled, 
‘How Much Can We Boost IQ and Scholastic Achievement’. 

His opening sentence consisted of: “Compensatory education 
has been tried and apparently has failed’. The reason, he 
explained, is that IQs have largely been inherited. 
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The Moral Justification for Eugenics: continued 


The problems for these 
academics were to begin 
on the university campuses 
of America, later spilling 
over into the halls of the 
renowned London School 
of Economics. The merest 
suggestion that there are 
differences in intelligence 
between blacks and whites 
was, of course, heresy 

(‘political correctness’ had 

not been invented) but the 

conclusion that blacks fared below whites set the cat among the 
pigeons. Arthur Jensen (pictured above) was to be at the centre 
of the new eugenics controversy. 

Professor Jensen’s article was picked up by several national 

newspapers after a news release, with the rowdy students at 

Berkley responding with the slogans, “Fight racism”, Fire 

Jensen”, “Jensen must perish” and “Kill Jensen”. 

Jensenism had been established with four main contentions: 

(1) Most differences in intelligence between people are 
attributable to genetic rather than environmental factors, 
namely we are born not made and in the proportion of 80 
per cent to 20 per cent. 

(2) Races are different in their inheritance and it is not 
unwarranted that the differential ability between Negro and 
white Americans in their respective IQ scores can have a 
genetic foundation. 

(3) There is evidence in America that the Negro’s breeding 
pattern is dysgenic, that those with the lowest IQ are 
breeding fastest. The converse is true for whites. 

(4) Certain mental abilities, as well as IQ in general, are 
unequally distributed both among various social classes and 
among racial groups. [the author’s emphasis in italics] 

The British psychologist, Hans Jurgen Eysenck of London 

University, was at the London School of Economics in May 

1973. There he was floored, brutally punched and kicked when 

on the ground until, bleeding and with broken glasses, he was 

rescued and taken to safety. His terrible crime? ... to assert that 
intelligence is 80 per cent genetic. 

Then the Anglo-American physicist, William B. Shockley of 

Stanford University in California, faced 1,800 students at 

Stanford, mainly blacks, with similar pronouncements on 

heredity. At this four-hour meeting he suggested that the 

students join him in a research experiment to prove that for each 
one per cent of white ancestry the average IQ of American 
blacks rose by one IQ point. 

Along with Jensen, Professor Shockley, a Nobel prize-winner, 

came to the conclusion that the main cause of the Negro’s 

intellectual and social shortcomings are both hereditary and 
racially genetic and was thus irremediable by improvements in 
the environment. 

But Shockley went even further than Jensen with what can only 

be described as pure eugenics. He wanted to pay a financial 

incentive to less intelligent people in order to persuade them to 

have fewer children. Volunteers for sterilisation would receive a 

bonus in proportion: to their “disadvantageous hereditary 


factors”, including diabetes, epilepsy, heroin addiction and 
arthritis. 

Intelligence in this sterilisation proposal was considered along 
the same lines. Shockley toyed with the idea that for each IQ 
point below 100 the volunteer should receive $1,000. The 
Negro, being below the white average by fifteen points, would 
be rewarded with $15,000 as a reward for refraining from 
breeding. This idea was described by some as America’s “final 
solution”. 

Shockley meant well. He explained, “The view that the US 
Negro is inherently less intelligent than the US white came from 
my concern for humanity ... the failure of the intellectual 
community to deal with this matter is one of the cruellest 
irresponsibilities in a minority group that has ever occurred ... 
it is my considered opinion and evaluation that, at the present 
time, I am less likely to do damage by exacerbating a situation, 
and am currently the intellectual in America most likely to 
reduce Negro agony in the next generation”. 

The American educator, Richard J. Herrnstein of Harvard 
University, and later co-author with Charles Murray of The Bell 
Curve, joined the debate by writing in the Atlantic Monthly in 
1971. In this prestigious magazine he maintained that genetics 
will maintain inequality no matter how much good work is done 
to equalise environments. The article was entitled, “IQ”. In 
1971, the US Supreme Court introduced a law banning all 
performance tests, including IQ, in schools and the workplace. It 
is ironic that it was the US government that commissioned 
Jensen in 1969 to analyse why its programmes for social 
deprivation had failed. Jensen’s conclusions did not fit the 
prevailing environmentalist doctrine, unsurprisingly. 

For his efforts, Professor Herrnstein received hate mail, 
accusations of racism, heckling at lectures and the Leftist 
Students for a Democratic Society campaigning for his dismissal 
from Harvard. His colleagues placed an ad in a college 
newspaper saying, “The open-minded search for truth cannot 
proceed in an atmosphere of political intimidation” . 

Recently, eugenics has been re-assessed since the hullabaloo of 
the late 60s and early 70s. Professor Richard Lynn of the 
University of Ulster believes that the condemnation of eugenics 
went too far and maintains that eugenics is the science of 
improving mankind as Jensen, Eysenck and Shockley 
considered it. For example, pre-natal diagnosis of pregnant 
women for genetically disordered foetuses is now part of the 
practice of eugenics within conventional medicine. 

Professor Lynn said last year, “The general principle of 
eugenics, that we could improve the genetic quality of the 
population needs taking seriously. The new medical technology 
of eugenics is going to take off because it satisfies the needs of 
individuals, both for themselves and as parents. Parents would 
like to have children who are free of genetic diseases and, 
potentially in the future, they will want to have children who are 
intelligent’. 

Here in Britain and elsewhere, the state has no genetic policy 
although it would welcome a reduction in genetic abnormality 
and certainly an improvement in fitness, if only to reduce costs. 
The answer is that the best must produce the most. This with an 
improvement in the environment of our lives, banishing extreme 
poverty, ill health and ignorance. © RHE 
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From lishon to 
Wadivostok 


A Review of Europe in the World Today 
By Robert Edwards 


In 1979 I wrote an article, under the same title as above, for the now defunct League Review. After a lapse of nearly a quarter 
of a century it is time to return and take stock. The greatest events in recent world history have been the collapse of the Soviet 
Union and then the imposition of globalisation by the surviving super-power, the United States of America. Back then, I 
prophesised the collapse of the Soviet Union with the words, “We hope that one day the terror machine of the Kremlin will be 
toppled by a popular rising inspired by a united Europe, strong and free”. Back then, we were still locked ideologically and 
militarily in the Cold War, so how do these ideas relate to the new situation? The following is a résumé and a revision of what 
was then a call for European Union ... the creation of a super-state with the capacity for challenging the existing superpowers 
of the old Cold War. Europe is still not strong and free but we do have the potential for creating that embryonic new empire. 


We must move towards a revolution, a revolution of the mind 
and of the spirit. Each age bears witness to its own reality. For 
Britain, our age of true pre-eminence was reflected in 250 years 
of imperialism. It is gone, thrown away by our own democratic 
leaders. All but the most deluded reactionaries will accept that 
fact. We need to rethink our role in the world today and not 
retreat into the cosiness of nostalgia because there is nothing so 
difficult as to attempt to re-create the reality of a bygone age. 
Imperialism should not be confused with nationalism, because 
imperialists do not limit themselves to defined borders but 
pursue a policy of expansionism ... wider still and wider. On 
the other hand, nationalism defines the nation-state in terms of 
the immutable and immovable. Historically, nationalism has 
been linked to liberalism. It was a movement of liberation from 
absolutist dynasties and oligarchies, as in 1848. But can it still 
play that role in the world today? 

Petty (petit) nationalism, the foolish belief that smaller, less 
powerful nations can claim sovereignty and independence in a 
world of larger superpowers, can be an obstacle to the creation 
of other larger and therefore more self-sufficient units of 
nationhood. Petty nationalism, therefore, represents an archaic 
patriotism, more effete Ruritania than the bulldog breed of 
Empire, and illusionary in regard to the attempt at providing a 
familiar world of sentiment and nostalgia, the way some people 
use the seclusion of cosy little English gardens to shut out the 
terrors of the human jungle outside. 

This, then, was the call for a revolution in mind and spirit ... 
the need to think and act as Europeans. That greatest of all 
modern European thinkers, Oswald Mosley, envisaged a united 
Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals, thinking in terms of the 
permanence of the Soviet Union and its satellite states of the 
Warsaw Pact. To him it was a buffer to a potential threat from 
the Soviets and displaced the need for a military dependence on 


the United States, because dependency on the United States 
always entailed following American policy like lapdogs. 
Europe a Nation was to have been the “third force” in the 
world, standing between the contestants of East and West. 

The world has changed so much since Mosley’s death in 1980, 
and the original League Review article in 1979, that the Urals 
no longer symbolise an ideological barrier and Vladivostok 
could now become the “final frontier”. In 1979 I wrote, “To be 
true European Nationalists we must regard those Europeans 
under communist rule as part of our brotherhood, waiting for 
eventual liberation from Marxist tyranny. We must make 
them feel that in the event of a massive rebellion they can rely 
on their fellow Europeans to give them every assistance ... 
once we begin to build the real National Europe through a 
revolutionary faith it will fill our Eastern European comrades 
with such hope that it will move them to turn from Moscow 
and put the first nails in the coffin of Soviet imperialism”. 
Along with the disintegration of the Soviet state came the 
inevitable re-unification of Germany, for too long a casualty of 
the Cold War. Mosley often said that you could not have a 
unification of Europe without the re-unification of Germany 
because Germany is central to European history and its culture. 
It is Mitteleuropa. Berlin was exploited by both America and 
Russia as a foothold in our continent. This must never occur 
again as Berlin resumes its place as Germany’s Hauptstadt. 

In those days there was an ideological dichotomy that split East 
and West into goodies and baddies ... an oversimplification that 
would have done credit to any B-movie director. We were 
conditioned to think in terms of Ronald Reagan’s “Evil 
Empire” to the East, after the Red Menace of the 1950s when 
paranoia was endemic. The Red bogeyman no longer exists but 
seems to be replaced, most conveniently, with the Islamic 
world, when previously no one gave a side-glance at Islam. 
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From Lisbon to Vladivostok: continued 


Since 1945, American foreign policy has been based 
on their own self-interest. At one time, to be anti- 
American labelled you a “red” ... a stool pigeon of 
Moscow. During that time, America played the role 
of leader of the God-fearing free world against the 
atheistic Red menace from Moscow. When the Soviet 
Union collapsed did that mean the dawn of a new era 
of peace now the Cold War ended? Washington 
showed its true colours by pursuing its open policy of 
globalisation. In other words, world domination 
through economic and military coercion. 

In my article in 1979, not enough emphasis was 
placed on this aspect of American imperialism 
because “free world” propaganda placed far more 
emphasis on the “menace” of goose-stepping parades 
in Red Square and the enslavement of Eastern 
Europeans, a situation previously arranged at Yalta 
between an American president, a British prime 
minister and a Soviet dictator. Anti-communism, as a 
patriotic cause, then placed a discrete veil over another kind of 
evil, the evil of CIA-sponsored disruption around the world for 
the sole purpose of expanding American influence and 
controlling and exploiting the mineral resources of other 
countries. Since 1945, America has waged war, both overt and 
covert, against Korea, China, Indonesia, Guatemala, the 
Belgian Congo, Cuba, Peru, Laos, Cambodia, Vietnam, 
Grenada, El Salvador, Nicaragua, Panama, Libya, Iraq, Sudan, 
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan ... and now Iraq again. 

Perhaps world affairs were much more simple then with the 
goodies on one side and the baddies on the other with us 
Europeans as piggies in the middle. But it was a phoney war, 
that is to say, it was a contrived illusion for the purpose of 
persuading the vassal states of both East and West that they 
actually needed to depend on these superpowers. 

As things turned out, Britain, despite her position in an 
expanding European Union, embraced even closer the “special 
relationship” with America, allowing the Americans to maintain 
military bases on British soil and to supply British troops 
occasionally as mercenaries in America’s conflicts. 

This is not the behaviour worthy of a proud British nation that, 
long ago, could boast of a true sovereignty. Those who fear 
further European integration should not delude themselves into 
believing that this “special relationship” places us shoulder to 
shoulder with America as equals ... and somehow saves us from 
the “slavery” of being part of a European superstate. What the 
hell do they think this craven bootlicking is (I refrain from more 
indecent metaphors) if it is not the same old master/servant 
relationship between “lil’ ol’ Albion” and Uncle Sam’s military 
might? Tony Blair has become Washington’s ambassador, and 
someone who just happens to hold the portfolio of Britain’s 
prime minister, if he can bring himself to remember that. 
Geopolitics has returned as the science for organising the world 
because what was once conceived of as the New World Order 
is fast becoming the New World “disorder”. The International 
Coalition Against Terror just so happens to possess the largest 
stockpile of weapons of mass destruction on Earth, consisting of 
biological, chemical and nuclear warheads. Yet the worst 
hypocrisy comes out of the mouths of Bush and Blair when the 
first declares, “We’re a peaceful nation”, which the latter then 


instantly repeats parrot fashion without batting an eyelid. The 
bombing of Afghanistan was an act of terrorism as much as all 
the other previous violations by America and if these are the acts 
of a peaceful nation then pigs are sheep, boys are girls and war 
is peace. Far from being a peaceful nation, America has adopted 
the cult of war and with this secular religion it has initiated 
something with no obvious challengers, not even the United 
Nations, which it holds in complete contempt. 

The Union of Europe is such a necessity in what is a far more 
dangerous world than ever the Cold War could be. Then, two 
Superpowers kept themselves in check by dint of an arms race. 
To have only one superpower on the rampage is another matter 
and begs the question, which of these nations is the true “rogue 
state”? Which nation spends more on “defence” than the rest of 
the entire world put together? Which nation not only threatens 
its neighbours but also would declare war on the Moon if 
anyone lived there with enough reserves of oil? Yes, America! 
From Lisbon to Vladivostok is an area large enough to create a 
Greater Europe, not through war but by what Mosley termed “an 
extension of patriotism” ... the union of all Europeans in a 
brotherhood that could rival America and say, “Cool it, buddy!” 
Those who saw NATO as an intrusion into Russia’s sphere of 
influence initially opposed NATO expansion into Central 
Europe but it is an indicator that this is developing into a 
European expansion that ultimately seeks an accord with 
Russia. This is logical, being on the same land mass and sharing 
the diverse culture of a 3,000 year-old European civilisation. 
The new European superstate, this bogyman of Eurosceptics, 
would have the military might to prove strong enough to censure 
America if that country had any other designs on smaller 
countries, as it has, at present, on Iraq and others on its 
“shopping list”. No nation can stop America at present. 

How can we exert any influence today? What nonsense is talked 
of sovereignty when our economies are at the mercy of the 
money markets and international finance and when our prime 
minister behaves like the butler in the Oval Office. Keep the 
Pound? Yes, you can keep it, for without the control of our own 
economy it really does not matter whether the Queen’s face 
features or that of President Bush. Only control of our own 
economy within Europe will do. © RHE 
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Boer Resistance Members Indicted 


Twenty three members of the South African, Boeremag (Boer 
Force), have been indicted in Johannesburg and charged with 
high treason. The indictment alleges that the accused conspired 
to launch a campaign of terror and assassination to destabilise 
the country and bring a return to white rule. In outlining the 
case, the prosecution alleged that the accused, all Afrikaners, 
planned to bomb a car containing Nelson Mandela as he visited 
a school in the Limpopo province. The plot failed when 
Mandela made the trip by helicopter. Other allegations include 
plans to bomb a development conference in Johannesburg, 
along with bus and train stations. The shadowy Boeremag has 
already claimed responsibility for a series of bomb attacks in 
the black township of Soweto. A full trial is expected to begin 
in May. All the accused have pleaded not guilty. 


Pretoria: A senior member of the ruling ANC government, 
Tony Yengeni, has been jailed for four years after admitting 
taking bribes, including a new Mercedes car, while negotiating 
an arms deal. 


Canada 
Ernst Zundel Deported To Canada 


Immigration and 
Naturalisation Service 
agents have deported 
the veteran Holocaust 
investigator, Ernst 
Zundel, to Canada 
following arrest at his 
home in the USA. He 
is charged with visa 
irregularities. After 
being held in a US jail 
for two weeks, he was 
forcibly deported to 
Canada. On arrival, 
Canadian immigration 
officials detained Mr 
Ziindel at a secure 
immigration centre claiming that his residence status was in 
doubt. They claimed he had lived in the United States for three 
years and therefore his permanent resident status had lapsed. 
Mr Ziindel then applied for refugee status. Canadian 
immigration officials now face immense pressure from leading 
members of Canada’s Jewish community to deport him to his 
native Germany. He had left Germany in 1958. 

This move is complicated because, in Germany, there is an 
outstanding arrest warrant against Mr Ziindel for infringing its 
draconian, anti-free speech laws. If deportation to Germany is 
ordered, then he and his supporters have vowed to appeal at 
every stage of the process. 


Flanders 
Amendment Restricts War Crimes Act 


Ariel Sharon: existing law included legal action for war crimes 


Belgium’s highest court had recently ruled that Israeli Prime 
Minister, Ariel Sharon, could be tried for war crimes for his 
part in the massacre of women and children in Lebanon in 
1982. The Supreme Court then decreed that Sharon has 
immunity from prosecution but only while he remains Prime 
Minister of Israel. The decision prompted the Israeli Foreign 
minister, Benjamin Netanyahu, to recall Israel’s ambassador 
from Brussels. Zionist pressure was then exerted. 

On April 5th, Belgium’s parliament amended the 10-year-old 
law, restricting it to cases linked to Belgium. Exceptions would 
be events in countries “lacking democracy or fair trials”. 
Outstanding cases include one taken against George W. Bush 
for the bombing of a Baghdad shelter in 1991 and another 
against Ariel Sharon for massacres in Lebanon in 1982. 

The socialists and the Greens resisted these changes but major 
tensions between Belgium and Israel are a factor not to be 
dismissed. The cases against Bush and Sharon will probably be 
dropped but four Rwandans were given 15 years in 2001. 

The Belgian legislation concerning “grave offences against 
human rights” forced the cancellation of a visit to Brussels by 
Avi Dichter, the head of Israel’s internal security, Shin Bet. 
Dichter was to have given a talk on terrorism but, following 
advice that he could be arrested for his agency’s involvement in 
crimes against Palestinians, he cancelled his trip. 

Belgium’s entry in the Eurovision song contest provoked more 
controversy when the security service, Surité de l’ Etat, advised 
the Prime Minister and the Belgian media that the lead singer in 
the band chosen to represent Belgium had a history of Flemish 
nationalism. 25-year-old Soetkin Collier, was alleged to have 
attended a rally commemorating Rudolf Hess and that her 
parents ran an Antwerp café frequented by Belgian “fascists”. 
Ms Collier, whose brother works in the European parliament, 
has not denied her past but has assured the contest organisers 
that she is no longer politically active. 

Her band, Urban Trad, who are all Flemish and specialise in 
Flemish folk music, are now left with the decision to either find 
another lead singer or to withdraw from the competition. 
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Germany 
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OVERSEAS NEW 


Constitutional Court Rejects Government 


The government recently targeted the NPD after blaming 
it for inciting racial violence including attacks on 
synagogues and the sending of a fake bomb to the leader 
, of Germany’s Jewish community. A bid by the German 
government to impose a legal ban on the patriotic 
Nationaldemokratische Partei Deutschlands was rejected 
by the country’s constitutional court in Karlsruhe. 
Unable to bring criminal charges through lack of 
evidence, the German government had reverted to the 
use of the constitutional court in an attempt to ban the 
party. 

Fourteen party members gave incriminating evidence against 
the NPD but the case was thrown out when ten of the 
fourteen admitted to the court that they were paid 
informants reporting to the German Intelligence 
Services. Among these was Wolfgang Frenz, described in 
court as being a regional deputy leader of the NPD. He 
supplied the court with a dossier of evidence that allegedly 
revealed that NPD officials had made anti-Semitic speeches 
at party meetings. But the judges rejected his evidence when 
he admitted infiltrating the party on behalf of his government 
paymasters and had made several of the speeches himself! 
The Court’s decision has for some reason infuriated leading 
members of Germany’s Jewish community. Michael 
Friedman, the deputy leader of the German Board of 
Jewish Deputies, laid the blame directly at the feet of the 
government saying, “The government has blundered in this 
case and we will want an explanation. The use of agents 
provocateurs is inexplicable and irresponsible”. 

German authorities have given approval to the building of a 
national Holocaust memorial. The building of this shrine will 
begin later this year and cost an estimated $22 million. As is 
expected, German taxpayers will meet most of the cost. 
Another memorial is planned for Berlin, this time to 
‘commemorate the deaths in labour camps of Roma gypsies 
during the Second World War. The Federal State of Berlin, 
the taxpayers of which are also funding this project, must 
now approve the memorial’s design. 

From Our German Correspondent 


Bid To Ban NPD 


Australia 


Veteran Aussie nationalist, Jack van Tongeren, is to stand as 
a candidate for the Australian Senate under the banner of the 
Australian Nationalists Workers Union (see below) in the 
next Federal elections. Mr van Tongeren’s election 
campaign has already run up against the authorities in Perth 
over hundreds of stickers plastered on road signs carrying 
the slogan “Vote Jack Back”. Contact the ANW by writing 
to 13 Astinal Drive, Gosnells WA 6110, Australia or e- 
mailing them at anwu @ whiteprideco.com 


Two of Australia’s most outspoken historians have been 
legally gagged by the ‘traditional enemies of the truth’, 
following a six-year campaign against them. 

Retired schoolteacher, Mrs Olga Scully, and the director of 
the Adelaide Institute, Dr Frederick Toben, were both 
banned from writing or speaking on the Holocaust by the 
inappropriately named legal quango, the Australian Human 
Rights Commission. 

Australia’s Federal Court rejected both historians’ appeals. 


France 


‘Yahoo’ Not Guilty Of Holocaust Insult 


A French court has dismissed charges of “justifying a crime 
against humanity” brought against the former chief executive 
of the Yahoo Internet company. That august body, The 
Association of Auschwitz Deportees, has accused Timothy 
Google of selling Nazi memorabilia (including concentration 
camp uniforms) on Yahoo’s Internet auction site. 

The court ruled that the selling of such items did not 
constitute support for the actions of National Socialist 
Germany and therefore the case was not proven. 

From Our French Correspondent 
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THE PEN IS 
MIGHTIER 
THAN ARIEL 
SHARON 


The resident cartoonist of The Independent, 
Dave Brown, stirred up more than a little 
dust with his portrayal of Ariel Sharon as a 
baby-eater. Inspired quite obviously by the 
artist Goya, the cartoon (right) seemed to 
provoke the entire Zionist world, with the 
Israeli Embassy in London accusing the 
newspaper of reviving the “blood libel” and 
then leaving Anthony Julius (Lipstadt’s 
lawyer in the Irving libel case) to complain. 


The date of the cartoon’s publication was painfully significant 
for some. January 27th is Holocaust Memorial Day throughout 
much of Europe (yes, Britain is still part of Europe) and was 
also the eve of Israel’s general election. Why we need a 
memorial day for the Holocaust is beyond me as some television 
channels seem so obsessed with that “detail of history” to the 
point of monomania, that no one is permitted a lapse of memory 
for five minutes. 

Anthony Julius complains, “The cartoon associates Prime 
Minister Ariel Sharon, a Jew, with a particularly dreadful 
crime allegedly committed by Jews — indeed, habitually and 
exclusively by Jews. It associates him with the blood libel’. 
Julius maintains, “The cartoon supposes Israelis to be 
murderous brutes and Palestinians 
martyred innocents’. Quite. The 
photograph in the centre of this page 
shows Israeli soldiers holding up the 
headless body of a Palestinian baby as 
a sick war trophy in, of all places, 
Southern Lebanon, where Sharon 
earned his reputation as the butcher of 
Sabra and Shatilla. Now tell me that 
cartoon is a misrepresentation ... then 
I shall call you are a shameless liar. 
The Press Complaints Commission 
considered thirty complaints, 
including one from the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews, and rejected 
all of them on the grounds that the subject of the cartoon, the 
named person, did not make the complaint. The Israeli Embassy 
was asked if it was acting on Sharon’s behalf because if Sharon 
was not complaining then a third party could not do this for him. 
The claim by the embassy that the Israeli army and electorate 
were also targets of the cartoon was also rejected. Only a named 
subject can complain a valuable lesson for all political 
cartoonists. Watch this space! 


(above) Ariel Sharon: “What’s wrong, you never seen a politician kissing babies before?” 


The editor-in-chief of The Independent, Simon Kelner, told the 
Jewish Chronicle, I am Jewish myself, so I would be sensitive to 
anything anti-Semitic. This was a very powerful cartoon and it 
is clearly anti-Sharon. However, that is very different from 
being anti-Semitic”. 

But not all Jews saw it that way. It proves again and again that 
all criticism of Zionist Jewry is interpreted as “anti-Semitism”, 
particularly criticism of the murderous activities of the Israeli 
Defence Force under the direction of hawkish Jewish politicians. 
The “blood libel” concerns the kidnapping of Gentile children in 
order that their blood can be used for ritualistic religious 
purposes during the festival of Purim. The symbolism in 
Brown’s cartoon has no religious significance whatsoever and 
is, in fact, more true to contemporary 
events in the Middle East, as the 
accompanying photo [left] proves. 
Winston Picket of the Institute for 
Jewish Policy Research insisted there 
are obvious anti-Semitic stereotypes 
concerned in the eating of children. 
This, he says, is reminiscent of the 
blood libel. What nonsense. The 
blood libel, that centuries-old 
allegation of Jewish ritual murder, 
places the emphasis on the exclusive 
use of blood without use of the flesh. 
Mr Picket is confused with The 
Merchant of Venice when Shylock is 
concerned for his pound of flesh ... and appropriately, in Mr 
Picket’s case, the paraphrase, “If I am a prick, do I not bleed?” 
From such controversy we learn many lessons as our freedoms 
of speech and of expression are slowly and steadily eroded to 
the point where we wonder what is permissible and what is to be 
deemed “anti-Semitic”, as in the Dave Brown cartoon. 

There is a new word in the political lexicon ... Judeophobia! 
Which somehow does not scare us either. © RHE 
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Why Democracy Should Not Be Compulsory 


How the Athenian idea became the false religion of the West 


The West has assumed the dignified title of the “free world”, which implies that all outside it are evil oppressors of enslaved 
peoples. This free and democratic world uses, as the main feature of its political face, the paraphernalia of a pluralistic multi- 
party system ... a system of relatively recent invention but nevertheless the prevailing modus operandi of what is really a group 
of capitalist plutocracies. Democracy in the form of parliamentary parties vying for dominance over the others is an example 
of the deception that has fooled millions of people into believing that this system is “law by the people”. Opinions on its nature 
have varied and there have been as many definitions of democracy as there have been political thinkers. 


George W. Bush in his limited wisdom demanded a “régime 
change” in Iraq as yet another ploy, among many others, to 
wage war and pillage the Iraqi oilfields in order to save the 
American economy, an economy based on high military 
spending and low taxation. He says that all those countries that 
do not have a multi-party system and the apparatus for stuffing 
pieces of paper into a black box must be coerced into adopting 
the “democratic” way. Bush insists they must have a system of 
political musical chairs using head counting. It follows that the 
people will then somehow become “free” as a consequence. 

We resort to such sacred words as freedom but by freedom we 
often mean a liberty for ourselves to do this and a check on the 
liberty of others to do that. When we talk of justice we mean 
retribution and when we talk of democracy we mean an 
oligarchy composed of a ruling élite maintained by the fraud 
of party politics. Yet democracy retains its precious 
significance as the only legitimate vehicle for conducting 
political affairs. But is it the best and truest ideal so worshipped 
by the West? More importantly, will it really benefit the rest of 
the world that seems to get by without it? 

At one time it was Christianity that was exported and where it 
was resisted the gunboats and bayonets usually did the trick. But 
the West never learns the lesson that its culture and its values 
are not held in exactly the same esteem elsewhere. In some 
languages, principally the Muslim languages, there is no 
translatable word for “democracy”. As America’s “war against 
terrorism” also includes targeting so-called rogue states we must 
consider the cultural divide that exists between these states and 
the leaders of the “free world”. In fact, democracy clashes with 
Islam on fundamental points of principle. For example, it is un- 
Islamic that government should be run on a party basis because 
a party politician’s life is based on hypocrisy ... the principal 
aim in party politics being to strengthen the party and undermine 
the position of the opposition. The welfare of the state and the 
people are secondary, if not even considered, in this 
“democratic” party game when once a party gets into power all 
the promises are tossed to the wind. Consultation also ceases to 
exist, as the strong anti-war sentiment in the face of British and 
American government intransigence has proven. 

Does the West have a moral right to impose this system on Arab 
states in the Middle East and threaten invasion if its generous 
offer is refused? Is it not a form of arrogance to suppose that 
parliamentary party politics, as democracy is in practice; will 
improve the condition of people that follow a different tradition? 
Syria, Saudi Arabia, Iran, Pakistan and others are nations that 
practice “participatory government” this being their 
equivalent of democracy, where law is from God and 
sovereignty is with the people. Yet they are now threatened by 


the Zionist entity in Washington. The democracy of the West is 
despised by these nations because it is only a catchall word, 
differing in motive and practice from country to country. It 
changes according to political and economic expediency. It has 
no permanence yet it is treated like a religion in the West. 

The systems in non-democratic Islamic nations have a part that 
does not change. A divine law fixes it. In the rest there is 
individual choice and social justice whereby a system is 
enjoined in which “wealth as the life-blood of the social 
organism should circulate in every part of it’. A 
concentration of that wealth in a selfish manner is considered 
harmful to the community ... even as treason! How that differs 
from the greedy materialism of the “democratic” plutocracies. 
This is not so much a clash of civilisations, as some fools have 
dubbed it, but more a clash of differing moralities ... right or 
wrong, good or bad. The people in the West do not even bother 
to sit down and consider the nature of their sacred democracy. 
Why should they? ... Doped up with mindless entertainment 
they do not even participate in it, more through indifference than 
anything else. This is the great paradox and the humbug. 
Participation seems to thrive more under the “dictatorships” 
because a totalitarian structure defines the purpose in terms of 
national unity. In a sense, this could be redefined as “democratic 
dictatorship” but that is a purely semantic argument. The strong 
leader is a guarantee of the permanence of the state but he is 
only the instrument of something greater than the whole. 

The example of Saddam Hussein is a point in question. 
Demonised as an “evil dictator” by a half-wit American 
president, it is transparent that the Iraqi leader was highly 
popular with his own people and remained so for a long time. 
If he were such a tyrant then his own people would have dealt 
with him long before the Americans changed their minds some 
years ago and decided they no longer wanted him as a member 
of their club. The suffering of the Iraqi people was down to 
years of sanctions by the West. Then they come to “liberate”. 

In Saudi Arabia, the only evident dissent comes from a section 
that resents the presence of Americans and other kafirin on their 
sacred soil. In the kingdom of Kuwait, their dislike of Saddam is 
more than matched by a greater hatred for the Americans. They 
prefer to govern the Arabic way and want nothing to do with 
these decadent Western practices ... anid it should be so. 

It never ceases to amaze me how the people of the West insist 
their way of life is superior. The American way of life is the 
most despised in many respects as it threatens the cultural life of 
Europe as well as that of the rest of the world. Their aggressive 
materialism is perhaps the most de-humanising factor and their 
war-like insistence that the world must adopt their party political 
game poses the real threat to peace and freedom. © RHE 


\ 


League Sentinel: Page 14 


“The Rabbi Ba-Mitzvahed My Little Boys” 


It is not only Roman Catholic priests that have betrayed a trust, as child sex 
abuse cases are on the increase within the international Jewish community 


The subject of sexual abuse has long been 
taboo within Jewish communities, when 
these communities had previously 
covered up what many Jews consider to 
be an internal matter. Amy Neustein, a 
campaigner for the rights of Jewish 
women and children in the United States, 
claimed, “Sex abuse suppression in the 
Orthodox Jewish clergy is much worse 
than the Catholics because it’s such an 
insular community and they can get away 
with it’. Neustein described as a “cancer” 
the problem of child sex abuse by rabbis 
and the attempts at cover-ups by the 
Jewish community. 

It is not anti-Semitic to highlight this 
problem since we commented in the last 
issue on the problem of child sex abuse 
within the Roman Catholic priesthood. 
Neither is it an attempt at redressing the 
balance. We only present facts and then 
allow the facts to speak for themselves. 
Last year, Charlotte Schwab, the wife of 
an abusing American rabbi, published 
Sex, Lies and Rabbis: Breaking a Sacred 
Trust [see above right], that documented 
for the first time cases of domestic 
violence, sex abuse and the betrayal of a 
sacred trust that rabbis are given. Most 
importantly are the cases of cover-ups by 
the Rabbinate and the Jewish community. 
At least two murders are linked to recent 
cases of sexual abuse by rabbis. 
Described by one reviewer as, “... an 
urgent read for all Jewish people 
concerned about the safety of their teen- 
aged children and women ... and about 
the future of their religious organisations 
and communities’, this book is, in part, 
autobiographical, the author being a long- 
term victim herself. 

Without depreciating the seriousness of 
the abuse of women by rabbis, the 
incidents of child abuse are even more 
harrowing and shocking. 

In Atlanta, Georgia, Rabbi Juda Mintz 
was arrested for possession of child 
pornography to which he later pleaded 
guilty. The arrest shocked many in 
Atlanta’s Jewish community with one 
member stating, “It makes me nervous 
... he bar mitzvahed my boys, my little 
boys”. A cantor of Temple Emanu-El on 


New York’s Fifth Avenue, 61 year-old 


Howard Nevison, was charged with 
sexually abusing his nephew when the 
boy was between three and seven years 
old. Rabbi Jerrold Levy of Florida 
pleaded guilty to sodomy with a fourteen- 
year-old boy and was sentenced to six 
and a half years in prison. 

Rabbi Shneur Horowitz, a New York 
psychiatrist, was sentenced to twenty 
years for buggering three boys, aged 
between seven and nine ... along with the 
sexual abuse of a fourteen-year-old girl. 
Last June, Rabbi Baruch Lanner was 
sentenced to seven years for the sexual 
abuse of two young girls when he was the 
principal of a yeshiva (a Jewish school). 
In that year, Mordecai Yomtov, a rabbi 
teaching Hebrew at a private Hollywood 
school, was found guilty of ten “lewd 
acts” with three boys, aged eight to ten. 
Then there is the case of Rabbi Ze’ev 
Kopolevitch, a former lecturer at Netiv 
Meir yeshiva in Jerusalem, sentenced to 
three and a half years for sexual assault 
on nineteen boys between 1991 and 1997, 
nine of them being under the age of 
fourteen. He was described as living in “a 
paedophile’s heaven” when at the yeshiva 
high school. Although not a rabbi, 


Supreme Court Judge Ronald Kline 


different standards. You bet! 


deserves attention as an example of the 
fine upstanding pillar of the Jewish 
establishment in America he was thought 
to be. Last year, he was arrested for 
possessing a hundred computer images of 
young boys in sexual acts. On top of this 
was the charge of four counts of “lewd 
conduct” with a twelve-year-old boy 25 
years ago. In the United States, there is no 
statute of limitations for sex crimes and 
police were aware of Kline’s relationship 
with this young boy at the time. 

The most recent example of a betrayal of 
trust is the case of Rabbi Israel 
Kestenbaum of New Jersey. He was 
arrested at the end of February this year 
for attempting to lure teenage girls on the 
Internet. Kestenbaum is another example 
of a man leading a double life ... being 
the director of New York’s Jewish 
Institute and on the New York Board of 
Rabbis. He was also a founding director 
of the Jewish Institution for Pastoral 
Care, of all things. A thirteen-year-old 
girl he thought he was communicating 
with was an undercover policeman and 
after thirteen very sexually explicit 
conversations with the “girl” he proposed 
a meeting at a Starbucks coffee shop. He 
was arrested at work and computers were 
seized from both his home and his office. 
The charge was “multiple counts of 
endangerment of a child and attempted 
dissemination of indecent material to a 
minor”. He has since been barred from 
contact with his nine-year-old daughter. 
Soon after Kestenbaum’s arrest, Jewish 
“care” professionals closed in. Harriet 
Rossetto, director of a care programme, 
Beit T’Shuvah, for Jews with “addictive 
and behavioural disorders” claims that 
she has three rabbis on her programme 
for “sexual addiction” and says, “These 
are just the tip of the iceberg”. 

As with the Roman Catholic Church, 
there have been too many years 
concealing this filth. Rabbi Joseph 
Ozarowski, a member of a Chicago bet 
din (a rabbinical court) said, “We don’t 
compete with the police. Once the person 
has been arrested, the bet din does not 
have a role”. He claimed Jewish law has 
© RHE 


Patriotic Publications 


‘Broadsword’ is the official quarterly magazine of 
the British Movement. For a sample copy and free 
BM information pack, including their NS books and 
regalia catalogue, please send a donation to: 

PO Box 6, Heckmondwicke, West Yorkshire WF 16 OXF 


‘The Flame’ is the official newspaper of the 
National Front. For a sample copy please send a 
donation and a large SAE to: 
The National Front, PO Box 279, Beckenham, Kent 
BR3 4ZT 


‘GOTHIC RIPPLES’ - an occasional report by Colin 


Jordan. Mr Jordan has long been a thorn in the side of 
those who wish to destroy our race and nation and his 
report is a must for all nationalists. Four issues cost 
just £3 (UK only). Write to: 

Gothic Ripples, Thorgarth, Greenhow Hill, Harrogate 
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Blood & Honour — ‘We Exist To Resist 
UK subscription for four issues just £10, Europe £12, the rest of 
the world £14. 
From: B&H, BM Box 6826, London WCIN 3XX 


Listen to National Socialist Radio! 


Send International Reply Coupon for broadcast details 


to NATIONAL VANGUARD BOOKS, 
PO Box 330, Hillsboro WV24946, USA 
Or visit these websites: WWW.natvan.com or 
www.natall.com 


WEAR IT WITH PRIDE 


Full colour ‘flash and circle’ badges 


These badges are faithful replicas of those worn by 
Mosley’s Blackshirts and the post-war Union Movement. 
They are in the original red, white and blue colours. 


Price just £2.30 including postage from... 
STEVEN BOOKS, PO Box 716, 
Canterbury, Kent CT1 2GG 


Available from Steven Books ... 
“Sir Oswald Mosley and the 
British Union of Fascists” 


ORDER TODAY... 
and then read the 
true history of Sir 
Oswald Mosley’s 
Blackshirt 
legions, with more 
than fifty photos 
from our own 
archives. 

Printed to the 
highest standard 
with a laminated 
cover, this new 
book is yours for 
the price of £6.50, 
including p&p 


Sa IRI E BINGE RE AIST? I I EE FEN LTE SUG TT RR Roe ta 
Robert Edwards, a former member of Mosley’s Union 


Movement, has carefully researched the history of 
British fascism in the inter-war years and has 
produced a book described by one major patriotic 
distributor as “well-written and informative”. This 
book, “Sir Oswald Mosley and the British Union of 
Fascists’ [a pictorial history of the Blackshirt 
movement], examines the major events of the BUF 
with precision and directness. 

Published by League Enterprises in quality A4 size 
with a laminated cover, packed with photos 
complementing the riveting text, this book stands as ; z 
an example of what can be achieved. Warning: it Capi soe Edited by Robert Edward 
should not be confused with a similar inferior quality 
American publication by James K. Warner. 


Steven Books also carries a wide range of books of political and cultural interest, many 
rare and recently reprinted. If you are a student of modern history, or interested in the 
origins of our European civilisation, then we may have exactly what you are looking for. 
Books on the Second World War, National Socialism and fascism around the world, 
political theory, globalisation and the New World Order, international finance and the 


“hidden hand”, all are our speciality. Our supplement on the works of Sir Oswald 
Mosley and his key supporters is extensive and an important source for all students. 

For a free price list you need only send a large S.A.E. to: 

Steven Books, PO Box 716, Canterbury, Kent CT1 2GG 


